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Personal Income Flow by States in 1960 
General Regional Expansion Over 1959 

V J O N S U M E R income rose in every 
State last year. New highs were re­
corded in each of the 50 States and 
the District of Columbia, despite the 
downturn in economic activity toward 
the yearend. 

For the country as a whole, personal 
income was at a new high of $402 
billion in 1960—$21 billion, or 5 per­
cent, above that in 1959. Even after 
allowance for a rise in consumer prices, 
real pm'chasing power of individuals 
was up both nationally and regionally. 

Per capita incomes too set records 
in nearly every State. For the Nation, 
income per person amounted to $2,242, 
or about 4 percent more than the 1959 
figure of $2,159. The accompanying 
map indicates geographic dift'erences in 
income, and groups the States into four 
categories. Average incomes varied 
from a high of more than $3,000 to 
a low of about $1,200. Most notice­
able feature of the income distribution 
is the concentration of high income 
States in the Mideast and Far West, 
where incomes averaged nearly one-
fifth above that in the country as a 
whole. 

Relative changes in the income flow 
from 1959 to 1960 exhibited a con­
siderable degree of geographic uniform­
ity. (See table 1.) In approximately 
half of the States, the rate of change 
diflFered from that in the Nation as a 
whole by no more than 1 percentage 
point. In only four States did the rise 
differ substantially from the national 
average: The gains in two of these 
were very slight; in the other two, 
where incomes had been unusually low 
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in 1959 because of special factors, there 
were increases of a fifth. 

Regional income gains 

The relative uniformity of changes 
in the pace of economic activity 
throughout the country resulted in 
dollar gains that were generally pro­
portionate to the economic size of the 
States and regions. Consumer incomes 
rose $5}̂  billion in the populous, high-
income Mideast. New York accounted 
for $3 billion of the increase and Penn­
sylvania for over $1 billion. Second 
in magnitude was the $4-billion rise in 
the industrialized Great Lakes States, 
where Michigan, Ohio, and Illinois each 
had an advance of $1 billion from 1959 
to 1960. Personal incomes e.xpanded 
$3K billion in the Far West, with nearly 
$3 bUlion of this accruing to residents 
of California. 

In the other five regions, income rises 
ranged from one-half billion dollars in 
the Rocky Mountain Area to nearly 
$3 billion in the Southeast. In these 
States, generally of a smaller and more 
uniform economic size, most changes 
ranged between $100 million and $500 
million. Texas and Massachusetts 
proved exceptions as aggregate income 

in each moved ahead two-thirds bU­
lion and three-fourths billion, dollars 
respectively. 

State changes vary 

In relative terms, the sharpest differ­
entials in income change in 1960 oc­
curred in States where one or two 
income sources are the dominant factors 
in the economy. This was the case in 
North Dakota and South Dakota, 
where especially large increases in farm 
income following a poor year in 1959 
pushed consumer incomes up one-fifth 
and one-fourth, respectively. Simi­
larly, Alaska's rise of 12 percent 
reflected mainly sizable increases in 
manufacturing (salmon canning) and 
communications (for national security). 

Income expansions of one-tenth— 
approximately double the national 
rate—occurred in Arizona, Hawaii, and 
Nevada. In each, the increase stemmed 
from pervasive economic growth, as the 
progress that has characterized these 
States in recent years continued. 

In contrast to the sizable gains listed 
above, the rise of total income in Iowa 
and New Mexico was limited to 1 or 2 
percent with lower farm income pri­
marily responsible for dampening the 
performance in these States. 

Income Changes in 1960 by States 

I H E State estimates of personal in­
come included here for 1960 are pre­
liminary. The regular series, based on 
more complete data and adjusted to 
any revisions of the currently published 

national totals, wiU be presented in the 
usual industrial-som'ce and type-of-
income detail in the August 1961 issue 
of the SURVEY OF CURRENT BUSINESS. 

The preliminary estimates of total 
9 
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and per capita personal income by 
States and regions are contained in 
table 2. The per capitas for each j'^ear 
of the 1950-59 period, also shown in 
table 2, take into account the inter-
censal population estimates of the 
Bureau of the Census. These figures 
will be published shortly, in the 

Table 1.—Changes in Total and Per Capita 
Personal Income, by States and Re­
gions, 1959-60 

Sta te a n d region 

Unitod S t a t e s . 

N e w England. . 

Mnino 
N o w H a m p s h i r e . . 
V e r m o n t 
Massachnse t t s 
R h o d e Is land 
Cotmcet icu t 

Mideast . 

N o w York 
N e w Jersey 
Pennsy lvan ia 
De laware 
•Maryland 
Dis t r i c t of Co lum­

bia 

Great Laitcs.. 

MIeliigan... 
Ohio 
Indiana 
Illhiols 
Wisconsin.. 

Plains 

Minnesota 
Iowa 
Missouri 
North Dakota. 
South Dakota. 
Nebraska 
Kansas 

Southeast. 

' Virginia 
West Virgtala... 
Kentucky. 
Tennessee 

, North Carolina. 
South Carolina. 

,, Georgia 
Florida 
Alabama 
Mississippi 
Louisiana 

'Arkansas 

Sdnihwcst.. 

Oklahoma 
Texas 
Now Mexico.. 
Arizona 

Rocky Mountain... 

Montana. . 
Idaho 
Wyoming.. 
Colorado... 
Utah 

Far West.. 

Waslilngton-
Orcgon 
Nevada 
Oallfornia 

Alaska.. 
Hawaii. 

Percent change, 
1950-60 

Total 
personal 
income 

Per 
capita 

personal 
Income 

Percent of United 
States 

Total 
personal 
Income 

100.00 

G.53 

.•IB 

.32 

.18 
3.28 
.47 

1.82 

26.27 

11.95 
4.08 
0.45 
.35 

1.87 

.57 

21.72 

4. GO 
5.74 
2.50 
0.07 
2.15 

8.00 

1.77 
1.30 
2.39 

.20 

.33 

.74 
1.12 

15.06 

1.85 
.78 

1.18 
1.30 
1.80 
.84 

1.60 
2.43 
1.20 
.05 

1.33 
.01 

C.81 

1.08 
4.05 
.43 
.05 

2.27 

.34 

.30 

.19 
1.01 
.43 

13.7J 

1.00 
1.01 
.20 

10.87 

.15 

.35 

Per 
capita 

personal 
income 

100 

111 

84 
94 
84 

114 
09 

128 

117 

127 
120 
102 
138 
108 

134 

107 

105 
106 
98 

118 
97 

93 

93 
88 
99 
81 
80 
94 
92 

72 

83 
75 
69 
70 
71 
03 
72 
87 
06 
53 
73 
01 

8G 

83 
87 
80 

81 
101 
103 
80 

118 

104 
102 
127 
123 

121 
08 

Source: U . S . D e p a r t m e n t of Commerce , Olllce of Business 
Economics . 

Bureau's CURRENT POPULATION R E ­

PORTS, P-25 series. The averages for 
1960 are based on provisional popula­
tion estimates of the Census Bureau, 
also to be published shortty, and OBE's 
preliminary income totals. 

In comparing regional income changes 
from 1959 to 1960, it should be kept in 
mind that the year 1959 was marked by 
two contrasting developments: Recov­
ery from the 1957-58 recession, and an 
economic slowdown associated with the 
steel strike. Income change in 1960 
was to some extent also irregular. The 
opening months were characterized by 
sharp recovery from the steel strike. A 
gradual leveling off in the flow of per­
sonal income marked most of the re­
mainder of the year; and this was 
followed by a decline in the closing 
months. 

These foregoing developments af­
fected the comparative income totals 
for the 2 j'^ears in a complex fashion. 
Moreover, the State measures pre­
sented here do not reveal the varied 
economic experiences of particular locji.! 
areas. 

National developments 

As in the past, the major factors mak­
ing for shifts in the geographic distribu­
tion of income last year were national in 
scope, and impinged Avith varying force 
on the particular income structures of 
individual States and regions. 

From a national standpoint, income 
paid out by trade and service establish­
ments and by Federal, State, and local 
governments formed the most buoyant 
elements in the income flow last year. 
Earnings of individuals in manufactur­
ing were up moderately, but did not 
advance quite so much in relative terms 
as did other industrial income flows. A 
still more limited rate of gain—around 
2 percent—was recorded in farm in­
come. This was one of the smallest 
percent rises shown for any major in­
dustry division. 

Largest State variations in rates of 
change occurred in farm income, where 
the relative shifts ranged from sizable 
declines to a more than doubling of the 
1959 volume. The differences which 
characterized manufactming were 
smaller but substantial. These re­
flected mainly the tj'pe of factory ac­

tivity predominant in the States' 
industrial structures. The effect of 
national and State shifts in the various 
industries are summarized briefly in 
the following sections. 

iVeit; England 

The New England States as a whole 
traced a better economic record in 1960 
than did the Nation generally, with 
consumer incomes rising at a little 
faster rate than in all States combined. 
The individual States of the region 
shared in these gains, except in Rhode 
Island where a decline in mihtary pay­
rolls and limited increases in factory 
wages and salaries—as textile payi'olls 
were cut—held the growth of overall 
income to less-than-average propor­
tions. 

Elsewhere in New England, gains in 
total factory payrolls matched those in 
the Nation as production of machinery 
and transportation equipment excluding 
autos each increased at above-average 
rates. In other industries, wages and 
salaries paid out by distributive and 
service activities as well as in contract 
construction expanded relatively more 
than did then* national counterparts. 

For a considerable period the in­
crease in average income in this area 
lagged behind the rise in the nation­
wide average. In 1929, per capita in­
come in New England was 25 percent 
above the national average; by the early 
1950's, it was only 10 percent higher 
than in the country as a whole. The 
relative decline has since been checked, 
and in 1960 the margin by which per 
capita income in New England ex­
ceeded the national figure was a little 
more than in 1950. 

Mideast 

Last year aggregate income in the 
Mideast—the Nation's largest and most 
concentrated market area—exceeded 
$100 billion, one-fourth the national 
total. 

Of the $5K-billion income gain re­
corded in 1960, more than half stemmed 
from three industries. Income paid 
out by the numerous trading enter­
prises and service establishments in the 
area contributed $2 billion of the rise, 
while earnings of persons engaged in 
manufacturing accounted for another 
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billion. In that portion of the region 
included in the Second Federal Reserve 
District (largely New York), depart­
ment store sales scored the largest 1959-
60 gains in the Nation. The income rise 
of last year pushed average incomes to 
a high of more than $2,600, a figure 
one-fifth above the national average 
and exceeded only sHghtly by the per 
capita in the Far West. 

Among individual States there was 
general conformity to the region's pat­
tern of income expansion. The prin­
cipal exception occmTed in Penn­
sylvania where there was a continuation 
of the secular decline in the State's 
coal industry, and where most other 

income flows increased at below-average 
rates. In the District of Columbia a 
small decline in Federal income dis­
bursements limited the advance in over­
all income. 

Great Ixikes 

State-to-State uniformity in rates of 
income change in 1960 was most pro­
nounced in the Great Lakes area. Such 
variations as did occur stemmed mainly 
from differential changes in manufac­
turing activity in this heavily indus-
triahzed region. 

Factory payrolls accounted for about 
two-flfths of Michigan's billion-dollar 
income advance, and partially made 

up for the smallness of the increase 
in other income components. The 
manufacturing, upturn reflected the 
strong pickup in automotive production 
in early 1960 after the strike-induced 
reductions of 1959. In this connection 
it should be noted that the production 
cuts of the final quarter of 1960 had 
only a limited effect on the 1959-60 
calendar-year rates of change. 

The lesser income growth experienced 
in Ohio, Illinois, and Wisconsin was 
due primarily to the limited scope of 
the manufacturing advance here. In 
each, durable goods production declined 
or showed only small gains over 1959. 
In these States earnings of persons 

PER CAPITA PERSONAL INCOME BY STATES 

1960 

°=>.,^ 
^ ' ^ 

lUWtll 

$2,192 
WM $2,0S0 fo $2,499 

^ $1,750 fo $2,049 

^ $1,749 and Under 

U. S. Deparlmsnt of Commvrce, Offica of Buiineit Economlo UNITED STATES $2,242 
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engaged in manufacturing rose only 2 
percent from 1959 to 1960. 

Though for Wisconsin agriculture 
is of lesser importance than manu­
facturing as an income source, the 
decline of more than one-tenth in 
farm income was a key factor in the 
State's below-average growth. Non-
fann income, by contrast, matched 
the relative move throughout the 
country generally, as substantial gains 
in mining and construction supple­
mented the limited rise in factory 
pajn-oUs. 

Plains 

Income developments in the Plains 
States in 1960 bear the clear imprint 
of farming, the most volatile of major 
industries. Income from agriculture 
more than doubled in the two Dakotas 
last year. This expansion, in part a 
recovery from the 1959 downturn, 
reflects substantial increases in the 
production of wheat, oats, and other 
field crops. Farm income dropped in 
Iowa, in contrast, and overall income 
showed the smallest relative gain of 
any State. 

Nonfarm income gains in the Plains 
States were generaUy similar to those 
in the countiy as a whole, although the 
unusually large shifts in the farm 
category visibly affected the nonfarm 
flows of individual States. 

Significant changes in nonfarm 
industries in this agricultural area 
were numerous. Mining activity was 
up in Minnesota as iron ore shipments 
almost doubled the strike-affected vol­
ume of 1959. Earnings of construction 
workers in South Dakota and Nebraska 
extended their sizable advances of the 
preceding year. Manufacturing pro­
duction was up in Minnesota, Missouri, 
and Nebraska, refiecting the general 
maintenance of consumer demand for 
nondurable goods produced from the 
farm products of the region. 

Southeast 

Personal incomes moved up nearly 
$3 biUion in the Southeast last year, 
the relative rise matching the national 

average. For the region as a whole, 
most income sources expanded at a 
rate a little below the national average, 
but a somewhat better-than-average 
gain in manufacturing provided an 
approximate offset. 

Among individual States, there was 
a moderate degree of variation in the 
pace of income growth. In West 
Vu'ginia, Mississippi, Louisiana, and 
Arkansas, incomes rose 3 percent as 
economic activity generaUy expanded 
at below-average rates. Moreover, in 
West Virginia earnings of persons 
engaged in mining continued their 
secular decline of recent years; and 
Mississippi and Arkansas experienced 
a drop in cotton production. 

North Carolina and South Carolina 
posted favorable income records in 
1960. In the former, a spurt in farm 
income provided the main impetus. 
In South Carolina, most private non-
farm industries recorded above-average 
gains for the second successive year, 
with increases in construction, manu­
facturing, and the service industries 
being dominant. 

Southwest 

Largely because of the unfavorable 
experience of agriculture and mining, 
two mainstays of the Southwest, ag­
gregate income in the area as a whole 
showed the smallest relative increase 
from 1959 to 1960. Farm income 
experienced a substantial drop, while 
the production of oil and gas held at 
about the same volume in 1960 as in 
1959. A T̂ost other industries lagged a 
little behind national rates. 

Income developments in Arizona 
stand in contrast Avith those in the 
region as a whole. Personal income 
rose nearly one-tenth in 1960, extend­
ing the State's postwar record as one 
of the fastest growing areas in the 
Nation. Among major income sources 
only Federal disbursements and farm 
income failed to record above-average 
gains, and the relative increase in 
private nonfarm income was more 
than double that for the country as 
a whole. 

Rocky Mountain 

This region is second only to the 
Plains in its dependence on agriculture, 
and farm income exerted primary in­
fluence on overaU income expansion 
last year. Income from agriculture 
was doAvn in 1960 in aU States except 
Colorado, as cash receipts from mar­
ketings of cattle and wheat declined. 
In every State nonfarm income showed 
considerably more buoyancy. 

The 1960 decline of farm income in 
this region was the second in succession. 
Over the 2 years since 1958, income 
from agriculture has faUen almost one-
fourth—a relative reduction twice as 
sharp as that recorded for the country 
as a whole. This has had a particularly 
dampening effect on total income 
growth in Montana and Idaho, where 
farming is especiaUy important as an 
income source. 

Far West 

In relative terms the States of this 
region scored the largest income in­
crease in the Nation last year. This 
top-ranking advance stemmed from 
somewhat better-than-average gains in 
nearly every major industry. Most 
important were the expansions of one-
tenth in the earnings of persons en­
gaged in trade and in service activities. 

The Far West's regional income 
record in 1960 is dominated by devel­
opments in California, which accounts 
for four-fifths of all income in the area. 
However, there were significant changes 
in the other States as weU. Earnings 
in Nevada's tourist-oriented service in­
dustries registered one of the largest 
upturns in the country and were pri-
marUy responsible for the State's 
second-ranking position (after Alaska) 
in the rate of nonfarm income gain. 
The flow of personal income in Wash­
ington and Oregon was held to average 
proportions by the decline in lumber 
manufactures in both States and by 
the Hmited size of the advance in air­
craft production in Washington. In 
both, total factory payroUs were about 
the same in 1960 as in 1959. 
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state and region 

United States K. 

New England... 

Maine 
Now nampslilro. 
Vermont 
Massachusetts..-
Rhode Island 
Connecticut 

Mideast. 

New Yorlc 
New Jersey 
Pennsylvania 
Delaware 
Maryland - . 
District of Columbia. 

Great Lakes 

Michigan.. 
Ohio 
Indiana 
Illinois 
WIscon-sln.. 

Plains.. 

Mlimesota 
Iowa 
Missouri 
North Dakota.. 
South Dakota.. 
Nebraska 
Kansas 

Southeast.. 

VirRlnlo 
West Virginia... 
Kentucky 
Tennessee 
North Carolina. 
South Carolina-
Georgia 
Florida 
Alabama 
Mississippi 
Louisiana 
Arkansas 

Southwest. 

Oklahoma 
Texas 
New Mexico. 
Arizona 

Rocky Mountain.. 

Montana... 
Idaho 
Wyoming.. 
Colorado... 
Utah , 

Far West. 

Washington.. 
Oregon 
Nevada 
California 

Total personal income 
(millions of dollars) 

1958 

Alaska.. 
Hawaii-. 

357,642 

23,301 

1,042 
1,105 

045 
11,077 

1,720 
0,500 

90,223 

42,167 
14,442 
23, 680 
1,248 
0,001 
2,120 

78,108 

10,581 
20,627 
0,122 
24,230 
7,048 

29,554 

0,480 
5,260 
8,044 
1,063 
1,132 
2,769 
4,214 

60,027 

6,600 
2,960 
4,330 
5,028 
0,318 
2,924 
6,072 
8,307 
4,379 
2,298 
4,933 
2,162 

24,839 

3,954 
17,129 
1,654 
2,202 

8,169 

1,342 
1,127 
070 

3,608 
1,610 

47,321 

5,977 
3,628 
685 

37,131 

627 
1,168 

1959 1900 

380,664 

24,728 

1,713 
1,200 
004 

12,380 
1,837 
0,904 

95,896 

46,103 
16,429 
24,732 
1,314 
7,108 
2,210 

83,176 

17,493 
21,979 
9,712 
26,734 
8,268 

30,333 

0,000 
6,398 
9,248 
072 

1,020 
2,797 
4,238 

59,968 

7,058 
3,063 
4,648 
6,302 
0,771 
3,148 
0,081 
9,273 
4,007 
2,628 
6,109 
2,370 

26,248 

4,138 
18,041 

1,081 
2,388 

8,675 

1,318 
1,187 

707 
3,737 
1,620 

61,740 

6,303 
3,842 

752 
40,783 

660 
1,290 

401,667 

26,251 

1,845 
1,284 

740 
13,107 

1,900 
7,315 

101,473 

48,000 
16,387 
25,884 
1,389 
7,620 
2,287 

87,265 

18,485 
23,057 
10,278 
20, 807 

32,120 

7,104 
6,472 
9,600 
1,168 
1,309 
2,988 
4,409 

62,844 

7,430 
3,142 
4,738 
6,691 
7,229 
3,366 
0,407 
9,744 
4,830 
2,695 
5,329 
2,447 

27,346 

4,330 
18,683 

1,714 
2,013 

9,109 

1,363 
1,224 

761 
4,040 
1,736 

65,169 

6,074 
4,030 

822 
43,037 

021 
1,407 

Per capita personal income (dollars) 

1950 1951 

1,491 

1,628 

1,188 
1,314 
1,185 
1,002 
1,044 
1,008 

1,761 

1,883 
1,792 
1,660 
2,153 
1,688 
2,198 

1,661 

1,084 
1,014 
1,521 
1,827 
1,407 

1,408 

1,397 
1,447 
1,443 
1,200 
1,213 
1,468 
1,374 

1,009 

1,222 
1,095 

958 
096 

1,009 
881 

1,010 
1,288 

807 
729 

1,089 
805 

1,286 

1,133 
1,340 
1,103 
1,297 

1,428 

1,006 
1,279 
1,029 
1,440 
1,283 

1,795 

1,071 
1,602 
1,938 
1,848 

2,240 
1,403 

1,649 

1,823 

1,300 
1,470 
1,328 
1,845 
1,815 
2,200 

1,914 

2,002 
2. OOO 
1,734 
2,285 
1,707 
2,344 

1,872 

1,805 
1,867 
1,696 
2,035 
1,097 

1,630 

1,633 
1,654 
1,602 
1,322 
1,416 
1,660 
1,616 

1,127 

1,393 
1,221 
1,121 
1,080 
1,115 
1,040 
1,141 
1,376 

986 
793 

1,173 
905 

1,419 

1,283 
1,463 
1,290 
1,601 

1,643 

1,771 
1,440 
1,884 
1,720 
1,468 

1,975 

1,810 
1,757 
2,183 
2,037 

2,077 
1,652 

1062 

1,727 

1,908 

1,427 
1,627 
1,396 
1,916 
1,840 
2,322 

1,994 

2,079 
2,114 
1,705 
2,395 
1,884 
2,411 

1,945 

1,940 
1,954 
1,766 
2,095 
1,760 

1,607 

1,579 
1,026 
1,001 
1,232 
1,244 
1,070 
1,715 

1,194 

1,476 
1,290 
1,203 
1,132 
1,152 
1,117 
1,201 
1,467 
1,044 

865 
1,243 

905 

1,499 

1,402 
1,523 
1,345 
1,055 

1,699 

1,780 
1,574 
1,828 
1,791 
1,504 

2,068 

1,909 
1,827 
2,305 
2,129 

2,474 
1,078 

1053 

1,788 

1,958 

1,431 
1,670 
1,434 
1,967 
1,898 
2,400 

2,076 

2,147 
2,210 
1,902 
2,610 
1,967 
2,270 

2,053 

2,134 
2,018 
1,913 
2,197 
1,784 

1,614 

1,048 
1,669 
1,715 
1,246 
1,345 
1,605 
1,037 

1,237 

1,484 
1,307 
1,250 
1,218 
1,172 
1,141 
1,239 
1,536 
1,084 
880 

1,296 
095 

1,529 

1,470 
1,549 
1,361 
1,010 

1,667 

1,798 
1,400 
1,864 
1,714 
1,626 

2,103 

1,906 
1,808 
2,357 
2,165 

2,387 
1,740 

1954 

1,770 

1,938 

1,431 
1,014 
1,448 
1,930 
1,854 
2,361 

2,051 

2,101 
2,214 
1,813 
2,475 
1,924 
2,244 

1,969 

2,007 
1,924 
1,787 
2,174 
1,700 

1,656 

1,048 
1,700 
1,706 
1,257 
1,376 
1,700 
1,601 

1,232 

1,609 
1,253 
1,240 
1,200 
1,200 
1,081 
1,209 
1,634 
1,008 

883 
1,301 
1,001 

1,653 

1,406 
1,585 
1,388 
1,004 

1,032 

1,747 
1,404 
1,790 
1,073 
1,500 

2,089 

1,962 
1,707 
2,303 
2,164 

2,201 
1,701 

1966 

1,866 

2,076 

1,575 
1,712 
1,528 
2,086 
1,060 
2,489 

2,163 

2,270 
2,304 
1,916 
2,718 
1,962 
2,434 

2,094 

2,178 
2,061 
1,892 
2,272 
1,804 

1,664 

1,710 
1,687 
1,795 
1,389 
1,279 
1,620 
1,002 

1,323 

1,671 
1,350 
1,207 
1,270 
1,285 
1,147 
1,332 
1,059 
1,199 

994 
1,357 
1,087 

1,615 

1,528 
1,045 
1,434 
1,096 

1,701 

1,802 
1,518 
1,810 
1,768 
1,566 

2,210 

1,981 
1,857 
2,426 
2,297 

2,202 
1,700 

1950 

1,976 

2,214 

1,044 
1,774 
1,012 
2,228 
1,989 
2,710 

2,302 

2,420 
2,429 
2,065 
2,980 
2,103 
2,044 

2,207 

2,229 
2,183 
1,985 
2,440 
1,908 

1,743 

1,769 
1,682 
1,904 
1,468 
1,350 
1,050 
1,725 

1,402 

1,047 
1,621 
1,385 
1,351 
1,348 
1,182 
1,402 
1,771 
1,268 

989 
1,461 
1,136 

1,702 

1,695 
1,732 
1,627 
1,810 

1,793 

1,902 
1,054 
1,913 
1,861 
1,646 

2,326 

2,046 
1,969 
2,420 
2,424 

2,491 
1,825 

1957 

2,048 

2,298 

1,686 
1,859 
1,000 
2,329 
1,984 
2,813 

2,406 

2,542 
2,535 
2,149 
2,893 
2,220 
2,008 

2,260 

2,246 
2,253 
2,029 
2,506 
1,900 

1,866 

1,863 
1,804 
1,951 
1,403 
1,600 
1,892 
1,809 

1,446 

1,071 
1,630 
1,420 
1,401 
1,345 
1,210 
1,418 
1,829 
1,325 

992 
1,665 
1,148 

1,772 

1,041 
1,815 
1,610 
1,800 

1,884 

1,934 
1,678 
2,012 
1,980 
1,743 

2,397 

2,128 
1,900 
2,613 
2,600 

2,366 
1,877 

1958 

2,064 

2,298 

1,736 
1,892 
1,007 
2,361 
2,007 
2,709 

2,412 

2,570 
2,601 
2,133 
2,910 
2,240 
2,768 

2,205 

2,169 
2,103 
1,986 
2,464 
1,980 

1,958 

1,945 
1,925 
2,039 
1,716 
1,687 
1,993 
1,008 

1,483 

1,706 
1,574 
1,450 
1,437 
1,420 
1,240 
1,468 
1,830 
1,360 
1,083 
1,661 
1,214 

1,817 

1,741 
1,839 
1,719 
1,860 

1,966 

2,021 
1,747 
2,069 
2,070 
1,773 

2,423 

2,148 
2,033 
2,576 
2,618 

2,474 
1,914 

1959 

2,169 

2,383 

1,788 
1,993 
1,798 
2,430 
2,161 
2,767 

2,519 

2,714 
2,689 
2,201 
2,903 
2,330 
2,881 

2,319 

2,260 
2,287 
2,104 
2,680 
2,109 

1,985 

1,972 
1,900 
2,168 
1,650 
1,502 
1,995 
1,960 

1,665 

1,790 
1,031 
1,509 
1,512 
1,604 
1,329 
1,658 
1,930 
1,422 
1,160 
1,612 
1,332 

1,883 

1,708 
1,908 
1,811 
1,904 

2,016 

1,976 
1,804 
2,176 
2,164 
1,854 

2,662 

2,264 
2,188 
2,695 
2,600 

2,527 
2,081 

1960 

2,2(2 

2,489 

1,8!K 
2,I0S 
1,893 
2,648 
2,217 
2,871 

2,623 

2,853 
2,687 
2,282 
3,094 
2,415 
3,000 

2,401 

2,355 
2,367 
2,198 
2,651 
2^177 

2,082 

2,07+ 
1,982 
2,214 
1,826 
l,9ig 
2,113 
2,066 

1,617 

1,86S 
1,692 
1,655 
1,665 
l,6St 
1,403 
1,622 
1,949 
1,478 
1,190 
1,630 
1,369 

1,922 

1,853 
1,943 
1,789 
1,983 

2,101 

1,996 
l,82t 
2,262 
2,301 
1,93S 

2,656 

2,334 
2,270 
2,854 
2,753 

2,7M 
2,192 

• Excluding Alaska and Hawaii. 

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce, OlTiec ot Business licononilcs. 


